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Dear Mr. Coe:

This document is in response to your request for formal consultation pursuant to section 7 of the

Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) (Act), regarding actions that the

U.S. Army Corps  of Engineers (Corps) m ay take on projects with limited impacts on the valley elderberry

longhorn beetle (Desmocerus californicus dimorphus) (beetle) or its habitat.  Your February 23, 1996,

request for formal consultation was received on February 27, 1996.  This consultation addresses the

effects  of these  projects  on the fed erally threaten ed bee tle and its elde rberry hos t-plant (Sambucus

species ).  The ge ograph ic scope  of this con sultation is the  area within  the jurisdictio n of the S acram ento

Field Office of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service).  This consultation document has been

prepare d pursu ant to 50 C FR §4 02 of ou r interagen cy regulation s gover ning sec tion 7 of the  Act. 

The p urpose  of this prog ram matic d ocum ent is to exp edite con sultations o n propo sed pro jects with

relatively small impacts on the beetle.  Future projects that meet the conditions specified below, or that the

Service determines will have similar impacts, may be appended to this programmatic consultation.

This consultation document is based on information provided in biological assessments and biological

reports provided to the Service by the Corps and other project applicants and consultants.  Information

obta ined b y me mb ers o f my s taff d uring  site vis its and at m eetings w ith oth er ag ency pers onnel,

app licant s, and con sulta nts has als o bee n use d.  Na tural h istory m useum s, un ivers ities, a nd the sc ientific

literature have also contributed to knowledge of the beetle and its habitat.  This information aided the

development of appropriate mitigation measures, which are discussed in the Mitigation Guidelines for the

beetle (A ppend ix). 

The S ervice will re-e valuate this  program matic c onsultation  at least eve ry six (6) m onths to e nsure th at its

con tinued app lication will no t resu lt in una cceptab le effects  on the bee tle or its  ecos ystem .  Res tricting  this

programmatic consultation to projects with small impacts will limit the effects of the programmatic process

on the be etle and its h abitat.  Tra cking a nd restric ting projec t impac ts over tim e will serve to m inimize

cumulative effects at local and regional levels.
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BIOLOGICAL OPINION

Description of the Proposed Action

This  cons ultatio n colle ctively c over s pro jects  with s ma ll effec ts on  the va lley elde rber ry long horn  beet le

(Desmocerus californicus dimorphus) or its  host  plant , elde rber ry (Sambucus species), in or along the

margins of the Sacramento and San Joaquin valleys (Central Valley) of California (Figure 1).  The area

mapped roughly follows the 3000-foot elevation contour on the east and the watershed of the Central

Valley on the west.  All or portions of 31 counties are included:  Alameda, Amador, Butte, Calaveras,

Colusa, Contra Costa, El Dorado, Fresno, Glenn, Kern, Kings, Lake, Madera, Mariposa, Merced, Napa,

Nevada, Placer, Sacramento, San Benito, San Joaquin, San Luis Obispo, Shasta, Solano, Stanislaus,

Sutter, Tehama, Tulare, Tuolumne, Yolo, Yuba.  The Service may treat individual projects from outside

this area under this programmatic consultation at its discretion.

All pro jects  imp lem ente d und er this  prog ram ma tic co nsu ltation  will m eet th e follo wing  four  criter ia, or w ill

be determined by the Service to have impacts similar in nature:

1. no designated critical habitat [50 CFR §17.95(i)] will be affected,

2. twen ty-five  (25) o r few er eld erbe rry plants, each w ith at least on e stem  mea suring 1.0

inch or greater in diameter at ground level, exist in the action area (action area is defined

under 50 CFR §402.02 as all areas to be affected directly or indirectly by the Federal

action an d not m erely the im med iate area inv olved in the  action), and

3. betw een  one ( 1) an d two  hund red (2 00) e lderb erry stems measuring 1.0 inch or greater

in diam eter at gro und leve l exist in the ac tion area, and

4. less than 250 linear feet (76 m) of undeveloped watercourse exists in the action area,

measured down the centerline.  An undeveloped watercourse is one without human-made

levees, channelization, rip-rap, or other artificial alteration, and may be either permanent

or seas onal.  Th is requirem ent m ay be waive d if no elder berry plants  occur in th e vicinity

of the watercourse(s).

In order to be considered for inclusion under this programmatic document, the biological assessment for

the project (50 CFR §402.12), or equivalent document(s) provided to the Service, will include a description

of the project, a vicinity map, a legal location description, and the results of a survey for the beetle and for

elderberry plants, performed by a qualified biologist.  The written report on the survey will include at least

the following information:

1. a ma p show ing the bo undarie s of the p roject site o n a U. S. G eologica l Survey 7.5 m inute

quadrangle and identifying the county or counties in which the project is to occur,

2. a map (scale 1" = 100' or 1" = 200') delineating the major vegetation communities present

on the site,

3. the acre age to be  affected  by the proje ct that:

a. lies within 50 fe et of any elde rberry plant,

b. lies within riparian vegetation of any kind, and

c. lies outside  of riparian v egetation  but within 50  feet of an  elderber ry plant.

If the proje ct lies in m ore than  one co unty, these  figures w ill be provided  for each  county

separate ly as we ll as in to tal,
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4. a map showing the precise location of all elderberry plants on-site, and the precise or

estima ted location  of other e lderberry pla nts that m ay be affe cted by the  project,

5. an accounting of the number of elderberry plants present in the action area, and an

accounting for each plant that will include the estimated height, number of stems greater

than 1.0 inch in diameter at ground level, and presence or absence of exit holes of the

beetle,

6. an as sessm ent o f pote ntial habita t for th e bee tle with in 200 0 fee t of the  site boundary if

accessible; if not accessible, an estimate of potential habitat for the beetle and a general

description of the unaccessible area(s),

7. an analysis of the effects of the project on the beetle and its habitat, including cumulative

effects  as define d unde r 50 CF R §40 2.02 as  those ef fects of f uture Sta te or private

activities, not involving Federal activities, that are reasonably certain to occur within the

action area of the Federal action subject to consultation, and,

8. a similar analysis of effects of the alternate actions considered.

The information provided in the biological assessment will be used by the Service to assess and monitor

the local, county-level, and regional impacts of the programmatic consultation on the beetle.  Projects that

are not consistent with these conditions may be appended to this biological opinion only as the Service

deems appropriate.  For example, the Service may elect to treat under this programmatic consultation a

project th at affects  40 elderberry plants, but has effects similar in nature and scope to those analyzed

here, an d is imp leme nted in a m anner c onsisten t with the pro cess d escribe d in this biolog ical opinion. 

Projects with other listed or proposed species present will undergo individual review, but, upon

determination by the Service, may have the beetle included as part of this consultation.

The  follow ing pr ocess w ill be us ed when  prop osed pro jects  are p rese nted  for inc lusion  unde r this

programmatic biological opinion:

1. After revie wing the p ropose d action, the  Corps  will forward to  the Serv ice’s Sac ram ento

Field Office:

a. a letter requesting that the proposed project be appended to this biological

opinion; and

b. the biologic al asses sme nt for the p roject, or e quivalent d ocum ent(s), alon g with

all other pertinent information, including a complete description of the project, the

field survey report, and maps, as described above.  Any other threatened,

endangered, or proposed species that may be affected by the project will be

included  in the biologic al asses sme nt.

2. The Service will designate a staff biologist to serve as the contact and lead.  The Service

will review the proposed project.  If the effects of the proposed project do not meet the

criteria for inclusion in this programmatic biological opinion, the Service will inform the

Corps within 15 days of the date the request for initiation of consultation was received by

the Service, and the Service will recommend a separate consultation.  Otherwise;

3. The Service will take one of three actions:

a. If the proposed mitigation is adequate, the Service will deliver to the Corps a letter

app rovin g the  prop osed m itigatio n and  appe nding  the p ropo sed  proje ct to th is

programmatic consultation.
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b. If the proposed mitigation is inadequate, the Service may deliver to the Corps a

letter appending the proposed project to this programmatic consultation, provided

that additional measures (terms and conditions) specified in the Service’s letter

are undertaken by the applicant in order to adequately mitigate the effects of the

propos ed action ; or,  

c. if the proposed mitigation is inadequate, the Service may deliver to the Corps a

letter in struc ting th e app licant  to contac t the S ervic e’s st aff b iologis t (iden tified in

the letter) for assistance in determining the applicant's mitigation responsibilities.

4. The Corps will forward the above letter to the applicant. If the proposed mitigation has not

been approved, the Corps will instruct the applicant to contact the Service's staff biologist

(identified in the Service’s letter) for assistance in determining the applicant's mitigation

responsibilities.

Appro priate m easure s have b een de veloped  to reduc e the im pacts o f a variety of pr ojects o n the bee tle. 

These measures have been implemented and tested in the form of Mitigation Guidelines for the Valley

Elderbe rry Longh orn Bee tle, issued a nd revise d periodic ally by the Service  (USF W S 1996 ) (Guide lines). 

Projects that will be authorized under this biological opinion will minimize impacts to the valley elderberry

longhorn beetle by following these Guidelines or by otherwise mitigating in a manner acceptable to the

Service.  These Guidelines are attached (Appendix).  These Guidelines are also available from this office

as a separate document with examples.

Tracking and Reassessment of the Programmatic Process by the Service

To ensure that incremental losses of habitat are not so great that they jeopardize the continued existence

of the valley elderberry longhorn beetle in any county, the Service will implement a system to track the

effects of this programmatic consultation.  Every six (6) months from the date of this biological opinion, the

Service  will re-evaluate  the imp acts an d effec tiveness  of the pro gram matic p rocess .  

It is not possible to accurately assess the amount of existing habitat that remains (i.e., the number and

loca tion o f all elderbe rry plan ts with in the  beet le’s ra nge ).  Th erefore, to  access  the e ffec ts of th is

programmatic consultation, the Service will track, for each county, the total amount of potential habitat

(i.e., the num ber of ac res, elder berry shru bs, and  stem s) for the b eetle that is a ffected  by projects

permitted under this biological opinion and the total amount of habitat that is created and restored as a

result of mitigation for these effects.  Potential habitat acres will be defined as all area within 50 feet of any

elderberry plant, or within riparian areas suitable for the growth of elderberry plants.

Mitigation may be on-site or off-site with Service approval.  To the extent practical and when it contributes

to the recovery of the beetle, mitigation will occur in the same general areas as impacts.  Mitigation may

be coordinated with local planning efforts with Service approval.  Mitigation responsibilities may also be

met by purchasing the appropriate number of acres in a mitigation bank that meets the compensation

requirements (i.e., meets or exceeds the required number of plantings and provides for transplantation of

effected elderberry shrubs) identified in the Guidelines.

Becau se prec ise inform ation on the  existing en vironm ental bas eline (num ber of elde rberry plants

occurring in the Central Valley and adjacent foothills) cannot be assessed at this time, the amount of

incidental take that will be allowed under this programmatic consultation has been determined based on

the amount of incidental take that has been permitted during the last two years.  The Service has

determined that this amo unt of take has not jeopardized the continued existence  of the valley elderberry

longh orn b eetle .  Bas ed on  this inf orm ation , effe cts o f all pro jects  perm itted u nde r this p rogram ma tic

consultation within a six-month period will be limited to no more than 250 elderberry shrubs with one or

more stems measuring 1.0 inch or greater in diameter at ground level or no more than 2000 stems

measu ring 1.0 inch or greater in diameter at ground level, whichever num ber is smaller.
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A comprehensive review of the effects and mitigation (i.e., the number and location of acres, shrubs, and

stem s destro yed and c reated/re stored w ithin each c ounty) will be co nducte d at the en d of eac h six-m onth

period.  As a result of these reviews, it may be determined that: (1) small projects effecting the beetle may

continue to be appended to this programmatic consultation for another six-month period with the current

mitigation process in place, (2) proposed project effects may need to the limited in specific areas, (3)

changes in the mitigation process are needed, or (4) further impacts in specific areas may jeopardize the

beetle or other listed species, and use of this programmatic consultation is not appropriate for these

areas.  The Service will work closely with recovery efforts to ensure that created and restored areas  are

distributed  across  the lands cape in s uch a m anner a s to allow the m to fu nction eff ectively and c ontribute

to the recovery of the beetle.

Status of the Species

On August 8, 1980, the valley elderberry longhorn beetle was listed as a threatened species (45 FR

52803).  Two areas along the American River in the Sacramento metropolitan area have been designated

as critical habitat for the beetle.  In addition, an area along Putah Creek, Solano County, and the area east

of Nim bus D am a long the A mer ican Rive r Parkw ay, Sacra men to Coun ty, are cons idered es sential hab itat,

according to the Recovery Plan for the beetle (USF W S 1984).  These areas support large numbers of

mature elderberry shrubs with extensive evidence of use by the beetle.

The  valley e lderb erry lon ghorn be etle is  depe ndent on  its host plant, eld erbe rry (Sambucus species),

which is a  com mon  com ponen t of the rem aining riparia n forests  of the Ce ntral Valley.  Us e of the pla nts

by the animal, a wood borer, is rarely apparent.  Frequently, the only exterior evidence of the shrub's use

by the beetle is an exit hole created by the larva just prior to the pupal stage.  Recent field work along the

Cosum nes River and in the Folsom  Lake area indicates that larval galleries can be found in elderberry

stems with no evidence  of exit holes; the larvae either succumb prior to constructing an exit hole or are

not far enough along in the developmental process to construct an exit hole.  Larvae appear to be

distributed in stems which are 1.0 inch or greater in diameter at groun d level.  The Valley Elderberry

Longhorn Beetle Rec overy Plan (USFW S 1984) and Barr (199 1) contain further details on the beetle's life

histo ry.

Population densities of the beetle are probably naturally low (USFWS 1984); and it has been suggested,

based on the spatial distribution of occupied shrubs (Barr 1991), that the beetle is a poor disperser.  Low

density and limited dispersal capability may cause the beetle to be vulnerable to the negative effects of the

isolation of small subpopulations due to habitat fragmentation.

Environmental Baseline

Extensive destruction of California's Central Valley riparian forests has occurred during the last 150 years

due to agricultural and urban development (Katibah 1984, Katibah et al. 1984, Smith 1977, Thompson

1961).  Based on a 1979 aerial survey, only about 102,000 acres out of an estimated 922,000 acres of

Central Valley riparian forest remain (Katibah et al. 1981).  More extreme figures were given by Frayer et

al. (1989), who reported that approximately 85% of all wetland acreage in the Central Valley was lost

before 1939; and that from 1939 to the mid-1980's, the acreage of wetlands dominated by forests and

other woody vegetation declined from 65,400 acres to 34,600 acres.  Differences in methodology may

explain the differences between the studies.  In any case, the historical loss of riparian habitat in the

Cen tral Va lley stro ngly su ggests th at the  rang e of th e bee tle has bee n red uced and  its dis tributio n gre atly

fragmented.  Loss of non-riparian habitat where elderberry occurs (e.g. savanna and grassland adjacent

to riparian areas, oak woodland, mixed chaparral-woodland), and where the beetle has been recorded

(Barr 1991), suggests further reduction of the beetle’s range and increased fragmentation of its upland

habitat.

The beetle's current distribution is patchy throughout the remaining habitat of the Central Valley from

Redding to Bakersfield.  Surveys conducted in 1991 (Barr 1991) found evidence of beetle activity at 28
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perc ent o f the 2 30 sit es w ith elderbe rry.  Th e bee tle appears to b e only lo cally co mm on, i.e ., foun d in

population clus ters w hich  are n ot eve nly dist ribute d acr oss  availa ble eld erbe rry sh rubs .  Freq uen tly only

partic ular c lum ps or  trees  in the s tudy a reas  were  foun d to harbo r the b eetle .  Plan ts us ed by the be etle

usually sho w evid ence of re pea ted use ov er a p eriod  of se vera l years , but s om etim es on ly one o r two e xit

holes are present.  Similar observations on the clustered distribution of exit holes were made by Jones

and Stokes (1987).  Barr (1991) noted that elderberry shrubs and trees with many exit holes were most

often large, mature plants; young stands were seldom occupied.

The a ction area  of this prog ram matic c onsultation  covers  the kno wn rang e of the be etle, since p rojects

that may be authorized under this biological opinion are likely to exist throughout its range.  Therefore, the

environ-mental baseline for the beetle in the action area is equivalent to the rangewide status of the

beetle, which is addressed above.  To  summ arize, the Service believes that the valley elderberry longhorn

beetle, thou gh wide- ranging , is in long-term  decline du e to wides pread a lteration and  fragm entation o f its

riparian, and to a lesser extent, its upland, habitats by human activities.

Effects of the Proposed Action

The proposed action may affect all valley elderberry longhorn beetles inhabiting as many as 250

elderberry plants with at least one stem measuring 1.0 inch or greater in diameter at ground level or as

man y as 2000  elderber ry stem s me asuring  1.0 inch o r greater in  diame ter at grou nd level in or a djacen t to

the Central Valley within a six-month period.  This action will adversely affect the valley elderberry

longhorn beetle.  Any beetle larvae occupying these plants are likely to be killed when the plants are

rem oved.  

To m itigate for thes e effec ts, projec ts perm itted unde r this progr amm atic cons ultation wou ld relocate

(transplant) elderberry shrubs that have one or more stems measuring 1.0 inch or greater in diameter at

ground level and would plant additional elderberry, in the form of seedlings or cuttings, and associated

native  spec ies in a cco rdan ce w ith Mit igation Gu ideline s for  the V alley E lderb erry Lo nghorn B eetle

(Appendix).

Tra nsp lanta tion o f elde rber ry shrubs  that a re or c ould b e use d by be etle la rvae  is exp ecte d to adver sely

affect the beetle.  Beetle larvae may be killed or the beetles’ life cycle interrupted during or after the

transplanting process.  For example:

1. Trans planted e lderberry sh rubs m ay exper ience stre ss or be com e unhe althy due to

changes in so il, hydro logy, m icroc lima te, or a ssociate d veg etatio n.  Th is m ay red uce  their

quality as habitat for the beetle, or impair their production of habitat-quality stems in the

future.

2. Elderberry shrubs may die as a result of transplantation.

3. Branches containing larvae may be cut, broken, or crushed as a result of the

transplantation process.

Elderberry plants which are too small to be likely to support larval beetles (i.e., consist of no stems

measuring 1.0 inch or greater in diameter at ground level) may be destroyed without transplantation or

compensation.  However, were they not destroyed, such small plants could potentially grow larger and

produce stems capable of serving as habitat for the beetle.

Temporal loss of habitat will occur.  Although mitigation for impacts on the beetle involve creation or

restoratio n of hab itat, it generally take s five or m ore years  for elderb erry plants to  becom e large en ough to

support beetles, and it generally takes 25 years or longer for riparian habitats to reach their full value

(USF W S 1994 ).  Tem poral loss  of habitat w ill tempora rily reduce the  amo unt of ha bitat available to

beetles and may cause fragmentation of habitat and isolation of subpopulations.
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The construction and operation of proposed projects which may be appended to this programmatic may

have indirect effects on the beetle.  Impacts to the beetle from construction and operation of the projects,

in relative pro ximity to elde rberry hos t plants, m ay include b ut are no t limited to:  frag men tation of ha bitat,

altered hydrology, leaching or drift of fertilizers or pesticides (including herbicides), trampling by increased

pedestrian traffic, disturbance of mating or dispersal by increased artificial lighting, and increased fungal

parasitism due to elevated humidity near irrigated areas.  Also, accidental grading in areas designated as

avoidance areas, or other careless handling of heavy equipment during construction, could destroy or

injure elderberry plants used by the beetle.

The Mitigation Guidelines provided by the Service (Appendix), which will be followed by projects approved

under this programmatic consultation, are intended to take into account and offset these adverse effects,

in part by incorporating elevated habitat replacement ratios.  Elderberry plants will be transplanted

whene ver pos sible and  habitat will be c reated o r restored  for the be etle to offse t these ad verse e ffects. 

Cumu lative Effects

Cumulative effects are those effects of future State, local, or private actions on endangered and

threa tene d spe cies  or crit ical ha bitat th at are  reas onably cer tain to  occur in th e act ion ar ea co nsidered  in

this biological opinion.  Future Federal actions that are unrelated to the proposed action are not

conside red in this se ction bec ause th ey require s eparate  consu ltation pursu ant to sec tion 7 of the  Act.  

The Service is not aware of spe cific projects that might affect the beetle or its critical habitat that are

currently under review by State, county, and local authorities.  Nevertheless, continued human population

growth in the Central Valley and other parts of California is expected to drive further development of

agriculture, cities, industry, transportation, and water resources in the foreseeable future.  Some of these

future activities will not be subject to Federal jurisdiction (and thus are considered to enter into cumu lative

effects), and are likely to result in loss of the riparian and other habitats where elderberry plants and the

beetle live.  On the other hand, this programm atic consultation is intended to have a somewha t positive

net effect on the survival and recovery of the beetle, achieved either through the present or revised

compensation measures.  Thus, at the present time, the Service neither foresees with certainty any

effects cumulative to this consultation that might endanger the beetle, nor anticipates that the net effect of

this consultation will worsen any unforeseen cumulative effects.

Conclusion

After reviewing the current status of the valley elderberry longhorn beetle, the environmental baseline for

the action area, the effects of the proposed action, and the cumulative effects, it is the Service's biological

opinion that the projects to be permitted under this programmatic biological opinion, as proposed, are not

likely to jeopardize the continued existence of the threatened valley elderberry longhorn beetle.  Although

critical habitat h as bee n design ated for th e beetle, the  propos ed action  would no t affect critica l habitat.

INCIDENTAL TAKE STATEMENT

Section 9 of the Act prohibits take (i.e. to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture or

collect, or attempt to engage in any such conduct) of listed species of fish or wildlife without a special

exemption.  Harass is defined as intentional or negligent acts that create the likelihood of injury to a listed

species by annoying it to such an extent as to significantly disrupt normal behavior patterns which include,

but are not limited to, breeding, feeding or sheltering.  Harm is defined to include significant habitat

modification or degradation that results in death or injury to listed species by significantly impairing

behavioral patterns such as breeding, feeding, or sheltering.  Incidental take is any taking of listed animal

species which results from, but is not the purpose of, carrying out an otherwise lawful activity conducted

by the Federal agency or the applicant.  Under the terms of section 7(b)(4) and section 7(o)(2), taking that

is incidental to and not intended as part of the agency action is not considered a prohibited taking provided
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that suc h taking  is in com pliance w ith the term s and c onditions  of this incide ntal take s tatem ent.

The measures described below are non-discretionary and must be implemented by the Corps so that they

become binding conditions of any grant or permit issued to an applicant, as appropriate, in order for the

exemption in section 7(o)(2) to apply.  The Corps has a continuing duty to regulate the activity covered by

this incidental take statement.  If the Corps:  (1) fails to require applicants to adhere to the terms and

conditions of this incidental take statement through enforceable terms that are added to the permit or

grant document, and/or (2) fails to retain oversight to ensure compliance with these terms and conditions,

the protective coverage of section 7(o)(2) may lapse.

Amount or Extent of Incidental Take

The  Serv ice ha s determ ined that im plem enta tion o f the p rogram ma tic pro cess authorize d by th is

biological opinion will result in the loss of all valley elderberry longhorn beetles inhabiting as many as, but

no m ore th an, 250 eld erbe rry plan ts, ea ch w ith at least one st em  me asu ring 1 .0 inch or g reate r in

diameter at ground level, or 2000 elderberry stems measuring 1.0 inch or greater in diameter at ground

level in or adjacent to the Central Valley within a six-month period.

Effect of the Take

In the accompanying biological opinion, the Service has determined that this level of anticipated take is not

likely to result in jeopardy to the valley elderberry longhorn beetle or destruction or adverse modification of

critical habitat.

Reasonable and Prudent Measures

The  Serv ice be lieves  the fo llowing rea sonable a nd pr udent m easure is

necessary and appropriate to minimize incidental take of the valley elderberry longhorn beetle:

Minimize the effects of project impac ts to the valley elderberry longhorn beetle and to elderberry

plants (ha bitat) on all pro posed  project s ites.  

Terms and Conditions

To be exempt from the prohibitions of section 9 of the Act, the Corps will ensure implementation of the

following ter m an d cond ition, which im plem ents the re asona ble and p rudent m easure  describ ed abo ve. 

This  term  and c ond ition is  non- disc retion ary.

All applican ts sh all com ply with  the M itigatio n Gu ideline s for  the V alley E lderb erry Lo nghorn B eetle

(Appendix).

The re asona ble and p rudent m easure , with its imp leme nting term  and co ndition, is des igned to m inimize

incidental take that might otherwise result from the propose d action.  With implem entation of this measure

the Serv ice believes  that no m ore than  25 elderb erry plants, e ach with a t least one  stem  mea suring 1.0

inch  or gre ater in  diam eter a t grou nd lev el, or 2 00 eld erbe rry ste ms  me asu ring 1 .0 inch or g reate r in

diameter at ground level, which provide habitat for the threatened valley elderberry longhorn beetle, will be

incidenta lly taken as a  result of ea ch proje ct appe nded to th is progra mm atic cons ultation.  And , with

imp lem enta tion o f this m easure, th e Se rvice  believ es that the  prog ram ma tic pro cess, as  desc ribed , will

result in the incidental taking of no more than 250 elderberry plants, each with at least one stem

measuring 1.0 inch or greater in diameter at ground level, or 2000 elderberry stems measuring 1.0 inch or

greater in diameter at ground level, which provide habitat for the threatened valley elderberry longhorn

beetle, in and adjacent to the Central Valley within a six-month period.  If, during the course of the action,

this level of incidental take is exceeded, such incidental take represents new information requiring review

of the reasonable and prudent measures provided.  The Corps must immediately provide an explanation
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of the causes of the taking and review with the Service the need for possible modification of the

reas onable an d pru den t me asure or t he su itability o f the p ropo sed  proje ct for  inclus ion un der th is

programmatic consultation.

Reporting R equiremen ts

The Service's Sacramento Field Office is to be notified within three working days of the finding of any

dead, sick, or injured valley elderberry longhorn beetles or any unanticipated harm  to beetles or elderberry

plants associated with projects authorized under this incidental take statement.  The Service contact

person for this information is the entomologist for the Sacramento Valley Branch, Endangered Species

Division, at (916) 414-6600.  Any dead or severely injured beetles found (adults, pupae, or larvae) that are

not re quire d for  pest icide a nalys is sha ll be de pos ited in  the E ntom ology D epartm ent o f the C alifornia

Aca dem y of Sc iences.  T he Academ y's contac t is the  Sen ior Cu rator  of Co leoptera a t (415 ) 750 -723 9.  All

observa tions  of va lley elde rber ry long horn  beet les— live, inju red, o r dea d— or fre sh be etle exit ho les sh all

be re cord ed on  Califo rnia N atura l Dive rsity D ata B ase  (ND DB)  field s hee ts and sen t to the  Califo rnia

Department of Fish and Game, 1220 S Street, Sacramento, California 95814.

Any o ther f ede rally liste d or p ropo sed  spec ies fo und  on or  adjacen t to the  site m ust be rep orted  within

three working days of its finding.  The Service contact for this information is the Assistant Field Supervisor,

Endangered Species Division, at (916) 414-6600.

CONSERVATION RECOMMENDATIONS

Section 7(a)(1) of the Act directs Federal agencies to utilize their authorities to further the purposes of the

Act by car rying out con servation  program s for the b enefit of en dange red and  threaten ed spe cies. 

Conservation recommendations are discretionary agency activities to minimize or avoid adverse effects of

a proposed action on listed species or critical habitat, to help implement recovery plans, or to develop

information.

The Service recommends that the Corps assist in the recovery of the valley elderberry longhorn beetle by

supporting an assessment of where beetle habitat is most needed along riparian corridors within its range

(e.g. where gaps in suitable habitat occur along riparian courses).  This information should then be made

available to th e Service , other age ncies, pro ject app licants, and  conse rvation org anizations , in an effort to

coordinate the needs of both the development and environmental conservation communities.  In order for

the Service to be kept informed of actions minimizing or avoiding adverse effects or benefitting listed

species  or their hab itats, the Se rvice requ ests no tification of the  implem entation o f this reco mm endation .  

REINITIATION - CLOSING STATEMENT

This concludes formal consultation on the actions outlined in the request.  As provided in 50 CFR §402.16,

reinitiation of formal consultation is required where discretionary Federal agency involvement or control

over the action has been maintained (or is authorized by law) and if (1) the amount or extent of incidental

take is exceeded, (2) new information reveals effects of the agency action that may affect listed species or

critica l habitat in a m anner or t o an e xten t not c ons idere d in this  opinio n, (3)  the agency ac tion is

subsequently modified in a manner that causes an effect to the listed species or critical habitat that was

not considered in this opinion, or (4) a new species is listed or critical habitat designated that may be

affected by the action.  In instances where the amount or extent of incidental take is exceeded, any

operations causing such take must cease pending reinitiation.
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